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Re: MUR 6296

Kenneth Buck is the Weld County District Attorney and a candidate for United States Senate in
Colorado. Buck for Colorado is Mr. Buck's principal canspaign cammittee and Perry Buck is Mr.
Buck’s wife. Kenneth Salazar serves as Treasurer of Buck for Colorado. On or about June 1,
2010, ench of tiexse relsmondeins received a leatar frem Jeff Jnxibhin motifying them that they hed
been samed in a camplaint filed witk: the Fedecal Election Commission. It appesrs that ailies of
Lioutenent Governcr Noxtow bave filed this frivolous complaint in an aempt to use the

Commission’s enforcement progess for political gain. 'l‘hempnndemheubyreliues'thatthis
action be dismissed as it relates to them.

‘!'Lﬁ‘xz""‘

‘Tise complxinant bes wowen ax elaborate gonspiracy theory involving multiple parties and
independent entities without even a scintilla of evidence of wrongdoing. The more than fifty pages
of exhibits attached to the complaint uontain no evidence of a violation of the Act or Commission
regulations. The sole “cvidence” of a violation is contained in the statements discussed below and
other similar staternents, none of which is substantisted by any facts submitted by the complainant.

The complaint alleges that the respondents have:

(a) “Violated the prohibition on accepting coordinated communicates paid for by individuals
and/or corporations as set forth in 2 U.S.C. §841a(a)(7)(B)(@) and 11 TFR §§ 114.2(bj and
109.227;

(b) “Violatet thie orohibition en accepting cooriimted communications paid for by federal

government eonu'aem as set forthin 2 U.S.C. §§441 a(a)}(7X(BXi) and 441c(a) and 11
CFR §115.2(a) and 166.22";
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(c) “Made impermissible corporate contributions to a U.S. Senate candidate and/or a federal
candidate campaign commitree™; and
(d) “In the case of Mrs. Buck, violated the individual campaign contribution limitations.”

Each of the above claims is false.

The complaint alleges that Mr. Buck and/or his agents coordinated with Declaration Alliance,
Campaign for Liberty, and Americans for Job Security on public communications paid for by these
entities. Mr. Buck, Ms. Buck, Mr. Salazar, and Mr. Walter Klein, general consultant for Buck for
Colorado, have all denied that they have cooperated with, consulted with, acted in concert wilh,
requested, or suggested that these entities, or any of their employers, ofricess, directers, or agents
make say public sowmrunicaticns supporting Mr. Butk’s candidacy. Soe awmched devlarations of
Kennetix B. Buizk, Pexry L. Buck, Kenmurih Satezse, awl Walter ilein.

The ecomplaint caatains no evidemze of any kind to suppart this claim. Therafore, this allegation
should be immediately dismissed by the Commission.

The complaint alleges that Mr. Buck and/or his agents coordinated with Hensel Phelps
Construction anll/or Jémry Morgesisen to fund independent expenditures made by Declaration
Alliance, Campaign for Liberty, and Americans for Job Security. Mr. Buck, Ms. Buck, Mr.
Salamn, and Mr. Kleia hgve all denied tiat they have comperated with, ecagultsd with, acted in
coneart with, rexamsted, ar suggentesd thet Hensel Phokos Ceatrustion, on any of its emmloyees,
officers, directarc, or sgeats, ingluding M. Morgenean, wake any public commumicisions

ing Mr. Buck’s candidacy. See declarations of Kznneth R. Buek, Pesyy L. Buck, Kenneth
Salazar, and Walter Klein.

The complaint contains no evidence of any kind to support this claim. Therefore, this allegation
should be immediately dismissed by the Commission.

On jis fiwoe, this alregation dmos mot maply to iifr. Fumk or lis campaign. However, to the extent
that the allegation suggests that Buck for Colorado has improperly accepted corporate
contrilmtions, it is entirely without mesit. Mr. Buck, Mr. Salazar, and Mr. Klein have all denied
accepting corporate contributions to support Buck for Colorado and affirmed that to the best of
their knowledge, all contributions have been accurately reported. See declarations of Kenneth R.
Buck, Kenneth Salazar, and Walter Kiein.

Ths complaint eoataing oo evidence of auty kird to support this claim. Therefore, this dilegation
sheuid be immudimsly dimmissed by the Conmnission.
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i0; an excessi ibution by Ms. B

The complaint alleges that Ms. Buck made an excessive contribution to Buck for Colorado by
providirg the su=urity for a loan that Mr. Buck made to his earzpuign. The somplaint alleges,
bazed em mo fos wimtsaever, tha iz $100,000 peesonal lvan from Mr. Buck to his cenvprign was
sexusd By u dead of trust en 8 home jointly owned by Ma and Ms, Buck. In faut, the monaw
losned by Mr. Busk to his sempaign was from the sale of stock that ke inharited svhen his mothar
passed sveny in 2008. The lnen was not sccusnd by any real property jaintly osnsd by Mr. and
Ms. Busk. See declamtion of Kenneth R. Buck.

The complaint contains no evidence of any kind to support this claim. Therefore, this allegation
should be immediately dismissed by the Commission.

The compialint falls fo commpty with the Act sull Cozrmilision regulations.

The sequinmemats for » somplsint filed with the Camesission are outlined in 11 (FR 111.4. The
complaint does not satisfy the requirements of this section, and therefore this matter must be

1CFR 111.4(dX

The Commission's regulations at 11 CFR.111.4(c) state that, “The complaint should differentiate
between those staterzents based tpon persomal knowledge and staterzents made upoa information
and belief.” Additionally, section 111.4(d)(2) requires that, “Statements which are not based upon
prssxnal lororvbedge: shoxld be sasmenpenied by an identification tif the sexres of the hifcesmation
whinh givess rire ta the aampiatosnts’ keliaf in the tnsth of sush sistemseats.”

The complaint filed against the regpordents makes a number of aliegations based salely upon
mfmﬂnmudhehefhtmﬁmﬂanyxdmhﬁm:mefth:mofﬂnmfmanon.uleq\uted

by 111:4(dX2).! Because the Commission is barred under its regulations from considering the
allegations that that are unsupported by the evidence required in 111.4(d)(2), the Commission must
consider the complaint with each of those statements stricken, Once these statements are removed,
the complaint mo longer alleges a violation of the Act or Commission regulations and therefore
shoald be dismissed.

o !*“Fpen iimdtuaand BN enc of it Jrincizal £ty or craplgavs Is Joih Hotetsng, Almelljtts Devrven, CFL" (pags 2)
U whwuuuhuhmumo.m Phelps has been awerded approximalely $433 million in foderal government
contracts.”

. mw«m , OO, and Is, upon information and belief, a member of the finance or fundraising committee of the Buck

¢ “Upon information and belief, Buck has advised Morgensen and other potential Buck donors who are financially able to contribute more than the
maximum sllowsble contribution of $2,400 to make excess contributions to Declaration Allisnce in care of John Hoteling.” (page 3)
© “Just biftire that, in Jenuary 2018, interiding to benefit Buck sl Bie Buck Comeiiee nd, upon hefiemation and Seliel, witk: the involvement of
John Hételing, Cazvpuigs for Lidesty tued fimdl fummeled to it by Hesnfl Pheips und/or Morgensen and/or other individuals who have contributed
in w=s2ss of the mesiimum allowable contribution limit of $2,400 per individual to spend approximately $329,000 on a television ad campaign
sttwckiag ens of Busk's pohasial prizery opyements.” fpegs

-mmﬂz:%mumumuduuhmm [sic] limits were funncled to AJS upon instructions flom

o "As ks clear from the fomgoing. the Declartion Allienas, Carmnpaign foy Liverty and AJS tolarisian ad Swiyz mads for the benafit of Buck and the
Buck Commiitos and the AJS campaign literature promoting Buck for Scaste malied to Colorado oltizens were financed, upon informafion and
belict, by Morgensen, Hensel Phelps, other corfiributors, Cache Basik imd Tast, Greeley, CO, and/or ivirs, Bk to the extent of her joint
ownreshiy intorest in the Grdiey Towntouse.” Gage ¥)
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The failure to provide the evidence required by 111.4(d)(2) is not a mere technical violation. The
regulation exists to protect innocent individuals from being subject to an intrusive government
investigation without some evidence to support the allegations agaimst them. The Commission is
obligated to adiere to its regulatibns and strike each of the staterrents abewe from the comyilaint.
Once theee statements ere excived, the complaint no lomger silegen u violution of the Act or
Comaiission regnlutionm, awti therefore should be dismmissand.

Conclusion

The complaint filed with the Commission contains no evidence to suggest that this is anything but
a political publicity stunt. In addition, the complaint relies solely on inadmissible statements as its
basis for the suggestion that the respondents have violated the Act. Therefore, we respectfully
request thet this matter be dismissed as it relates to Buck for Colorado, Kenmeth R. Buck, and
Pery L. Buck.
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MUR#® _g206
NAME OF COUNSEL: __ismas A, Sivesind

i

No. 4221

FIRM:__3esd & Devideon, 132

ADDRESS:____3699 Wilshire Nivd. Suite 1290
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07/14/2018 05:26 3832996194 WALT KLEIN ADV _ PAGE 02/82

9 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
; 999 € 8treet, NW .
' Washington, DC 20468

S'I'A'I’EHEN'I' OF DHIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR # 6296
NAME OF COUNBEL; __James A. Sivesind .
- FIRM:_Rapd & Devidggo, LIP
ADDREBS:___3699 Wilshire 3lvd. Suire 1290
——108 Angsles, CA 90010
TELEPHONE- OFFICE (213 ) 402 - 4573
FAX ( 213) 623 - 1692

ThnabommuhMmleﬁmhhoWMMwuwemllmdh
m«wmwmwmummmmmummmmmm
to act on my behalif before the Commission,

mamons-noueL —
BusiNess (220) 3 77-Foll
'Mhmm-mdm baing conducted by the Feteral Election Commission and the

provisions of 2 U. “‘mtlm This section prohibite making public any investigation
oonducted by the Federal Enptien L m.lwnumm.fhmm::u

Rov. 2008
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) FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
,F 999 E Streat, NW
W  Wasniigton, DC 20483

8T ATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF OOUNSEL

MUR# _g20¢

NAME OF COUNSEL: ____ Japes A, Sivesind
FIRM:_ Reed & Davidson , LLP
ADDRESS:_1699 Wilahira Blvd, Suits 1290

Los Angeles, CA 90010
TELEPHONE- OFFICE( 213)_402 - 4573

FAX (213)_623 - 1692

The above-named individual and/or firm is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to recelve any notifications and other communications from the Commission and
to act on my behalf before the Commission.

Date ResponrentiAgent -Bignature " Tte(Treasurer/Candidate/Owner)

MAILING ADDRESS:
(Please Print)

TELEPHONE- HOME ( )
BUSINESS ( ).

information Is being sougit as ofan conducted by the Federsl Election Commission and the
provisions of £ 1.8.0. § 437g(a){12)(A) apply. This section prohibits making public any Investigation
oconducted by the Sndasal : sxpress writien consent of the person under



